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Art Unit: 3691 

DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

Claims 9-12, 14, and 16-18 are pending. This action is in response to the 
amendment received April 2, 2007. 

Response to Arguments 

The rejection of claims 9-12, 14, and 16-18 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable by Maggioncalda et al. (US 5,918,217) and Levineetal. (US 5,745,681) is 
maintained. 

Upon a closer examination, Applicant's arguments filed April 2, 2007 have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

In response to the arguments concerning the previously rejected claims the 
following comments are made: 

In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections 
are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ871 (CCPA 1 981 ); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ375 (Fed. Cir. 
1986). 

Applicant alleges that the prior art made of record fails to teach user interface 
comprises recommendation logic responsive to user input of selection criteria to calculate for 
each product/service for which data is stored in said memory a score for said product/service 
and to select graphical representations for inclusion in said second portion of a generated 
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display on the basis of the score determined for said product/service utilizing said input 
selection criteria and data defining a number of criteria defining said product/service. The 
examiner disagrees with applicant's representative since Maggioncalda teaches user 
interface comprises recommendation logic responsive to user input of selection criteria to 
calculate for each product/service for which data is stored in said memory a score for said 
product/service and to select graphical representations for inclusion in said second portion of 
a generated display on the basis of the score determined for said product/service utilizing 
said input selection criteria and data defining a number of criteria defining said 
product/service (col. 17. lines 3-33: figs. 2. 4. 7a. and 8) . Maggioncalda discloses a set of 
output values that are based upon the input decisions and a recommended set of 
financial products. These output values include the projected future value of the 
recommended financial products and the chance that the user meets his/her goals. 
After updated values for the input decisions are received via the input mechanisms, a 
new recommended set of financial products and a new set of output values may be 
determined based upon the updated values. 

In addition, Applicant alleges that the prior art made of record fails to teach 
recommendation logic is operable to select a predetermined number of graphical 
representations for inclusion in said second portion of a generated display wherein said 
selected graphical representations comprise products/services associated with scores 
indicative of the best match between said input selection criteria an data defining a number of 
criteria defining said products/services. The examiner disagrees with applicant's 
representative since Maggioncalda teaches recommendation logic is operable to select a 
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predetermined number of graphical representations for inclusion in said second portion of a 
generated display wherein said selected graphical representations comprise 
products/services associated with scores indicative of the best match between said input 
selection criteria an data defining a number of criteria defining said products/services (col. 16, 
lines 13-63) . Maggioncalda discloses a recommended allocation of wealth among an 
available set of financial products is presented to the user. Decision inputs and a set of 
available financial products are received. Each of the financial products has an 
associated volatility. The set of available financial products are ordered by their 
respective volatilities. A recommended allocation of wealth is determined for each 
financial product based upon the decision inputs and a graphical indication is displayed 
of the recommended allocation of wealth. The graphical indication includes graphical 
segments associated with each financial product which have lengths corresponding to 
the recommended allocation of wealth to the particular financial product. 

With regards to the claims rejected as taught by Maggioncalda and Levine, the 
examiner would like to point out that the reference teaches the claimed limitations and 
thus provides adequate support for the claimed limitations. Therefore, the examiner 
maintains that Maggioncalda and Levine taught the claimed limitations. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 9-12, 14, and 16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Maggioncalda et al. (US 5,91 8,21 7) in view of Levine et al. (US 
5,745,681). 

Re claims 9 and 17, Maggioncalda teaches a memory storing data defining a plurality 
of products/services a user is able to select (fig. 2 (elements 204. 206. 207^ . said data 
comprising for each product/service: 

data defining a graphical representation of said product/service (col. 2. lines 12-30: fig. 

4); 

data defining a number of criteria defining said product/service (col. 8. line 65 to col. 
10. line 20: figs. 4 and 9) : 

data defining a user interface display providing further information on said 
product/service (col. 14. lines 49-67: figs. 4 and 9) : and 

a user interface display comprising a first and second display portion (fios. 4 and 9) . 
said user interface display being responsive to user input of selection criteria to cause 
indications of said input user selection criteria to be displayed in said first display portion and 
one or more selected graphical representations of products/services from said memory to be 
displayed in said second display portion, said selected graphical representations of 
products/services being selected on the basis of a comparison of said input selection criteria 
and data defining criteria defining products/services stored in said memory, wherein said 
graphical representation displayed in said second display portion are selectable by a user 
and said user interface display is responsive to user selection of a graphical representation of 
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a product/service from said second display portion to generate a user interface display 
providing further information on said selected product/service utilizing data stored in said 
memory (col. 9. line 65 to col. 12. line 65: fias. 4 and 9) . In figures 4 and 9, Maggioncalda 
displays a slider bar for a user to interface according to a first, second, and third display 
portion. Users can change one or more input decisions for products. The second visual 
display is updated to reflect the new set of output results. 

However, Maggioncalda does not explicitly teach a user selecting from a plurality of 
products/service. Nevertheless, both Maggioncalda and Levine teaches selecting step. 
Maggioncalda teaches selecting when he discloses a selected graphical segment may be 
resized to correspond in size to a user desired allocation responsive to activation of an input 
device. Subsequently, a new set of financial products are recommended while keeping the 
allocation of the financial product corresponding to the selected segment fixed at the user 
desired allocation. On the other hand, Levine automatically a user selecting from a plurality 
of products/service when he discloses selectable icons associated with the browser program 
in shopping cart (col. 1 . line 50 to col. 2. line 51 : col. 5. lines 1 -22: fias. 3 and 6) . He 
discloses the add request contains current selected items from the items selectable in the 
new shopping page file and previously selected items in the cart field. The cart list module 
at the server converting the cart field of previously selected items to a cart list of previously 
selected items, and the add module adds the currently selected items from the add request 
to the cart list. Therefore, the cart list contains previously selected items and the current 
selected items. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
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enable a user selecting from a plurality of products/service in decision aid such as the 
shopping cart as discloses in Levine. 

Re claim 10, Maggioncalda teaches data defining graphical representations of a 
product/service comprises data identifying text or a picture of said product/service (col. 17. 
lines 34-67 ). 

Re claim 1 1 , Maggioncalda teaches user interface display is responsive to user input 
of selection criteria to generate a user interface display wherein indications of said input user 
selection criteria comprising representations of slider settings identifying said user selection 
criteria are displayed in said first display portion (col. 9. line 65 to col. 10. line 67) . 

Re claim 12, Maggioncalda teaches user interface display is responsive to user 
selection of a graphical representation of a product/service from said second display portion 
to generate a user interface display providing further information on said selected 
product/service in a third portion of a display at the same time as the display of said first and 
second display portion (col. 8. lines 16 to col. 9. line 67: fig. 4) . 

Re claim 14, Maggioncalda teaches recommendation logic is operable to rank said 
products/services for which data is stored in said memory and order the graphical 
representations of said products/services displayed in said second portion of a generated 
display on the basis of said ranking (fig. 12a-12b and 14a-14b) . 

Re claim 16, Maggioncalda teaches recommendation logic is operable to calculate a 
score for each product/service according to the following formula (figs. 6 and 7a-7b) : 

Sp=f(Si,p,li);ie{1...N}; pG{1...Q} 

Wherein 
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S p represents the overall score for a particular product/service p 
F(. . .) represents "a function of 

Sj, p represents the individual score for criteria i of product/service p 
li represents the number of possible selection criteria 

Q represents the number of products/services for which data is stored in said memory 
(fig. 8) . Maggioncalda evaluates the probability distribution. 

Re claim 18, Maggioncalda teaches user terminal is responsive to user selection of a 
graphical representation of a product/service from said second display portion to request 
further information for a selected product/service from said server and responsive to receipt 
of said further information to utilize said further information to.generate a display comprising 
said user interface display providing further information on said selected product/services (fig. 
4). Maggioncalda discloses three displays in one main screen. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Thu Thao Havan whose telephone number is (571) 272-81 1 1 . The 
examiner can normally be reached during her flextime schedule. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alexander Kalinowski can be reached on (571) 272-6771 . The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571 ) 273- 
8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct-usDto.aov . Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at (866) 217-9197 (toll-free). 
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SUPERVISORY RATENT EXAMINER 



